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4. Decision No. 60701, dated F e b w  27, 1998, suspended this filing until June 12, 

1998. Decision No. 60903, dated May 22,1998, suspended this filing until December 9,1998. 

5.  Staffs main coneem with the Coop's February 23'' tariff filing was that it would 

nsult in a dis~nmtive for ceTtain customers to make the competitive choice versus standard 

~ffkr. This disincentive was primarily the result of higher fixed charges in the unbundled tariffs 

than are in the Coop's cunent tariffs. 

6. As a result of discussions with S M ,  the Coop agreed to eliminate their proposed 

higher fixed charges for customers who exercise choice by maintaining the level of fixed versus 

variable charges in its cunent tariffs. 

7. The Coop filed its revised tariffs on December 1,1998. Staff has reviewed the 

Coop's revised tit- ffs and recommends they be approved. Staff further recommends that the 

Coop's request to use its current tariffs as the standard offa tariffs be approved. 

~ONCLUSlONS OF LAW 

1. TEC is an Arizona public service corporation within the meaning of Article XV, 

Section 2, of the Arizona Constitution. 

2. The Commission has jurisdiction over TEC and over the subject matter of the 

application. 

3. The Commission, having reviewed the tariff pages (copies of which are contained 

in the Commission tariff ti)es) and Staffs Memorandum dated December 1,1998, concludes that 

revised tariffs tifed on December I ,  1 9 8  are reasonable and equitable and an: therefore in the 

pubiic interest. 
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